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_S r COURT REPORTERS (213) 3 -1111 _ 

FROM MY VIEWPOINT, I WENT THAT WAY. 

Q. YOU PERCEIVED MANAGEMENT WAS BEING EXTREMELY 
UNREASONABLE THEN; IS THAT A FAIR WAY OF SAYING IT? 

A. THAT WAS PART OF IT. THERE WAS ALSO SOME 

1 

1 

ADDITIONAL — AT THE POINT WHERE THINGS WERE REALLY GOING 
CRAZY — THE HUBBARD, JR., THE LAWSUIT ON THE PPOBATE WAS 
HITTING IN RIVERSIDE, AND IT WAS JUST A FEW BLOCKS DOWN 
FROM US; SO WE WENT DOWN AND STARTED READING WHAT THAT WAS 
ALL ABOUT. AND WE THOUGHT, “WELL, OH HUBBARD'S DEAD. 
PEOPLE ARE GOING CRAZY.* THAT SORT OF HELPED A LITTLE BIT 
AT THE TIME. 


Q. 

AS A JUSTIFICATION? 

A. 

AS A JUSTIFICATION FOR WHY EVERYTHING HAD 

CHANGED. 

THEN THERE WAS ~ 

O. 

OF COURSE, THAT TURNED OUT TO BE ERRONEOUS; 

RIGHT? 


A. 

CORRECT. 

Q. 

HE WASN’T DEAD? 

A. 

CORRECT. 

ALSO MENTIONED IN THERE WERE REFERENCES TO THE 

ARMSTRONG 

TRIAL. SO WE WENT DOWN TO LA AND INSPECTED THE 

DOCUMENTS 

THERE, WHICH WAS ALL PART OF FORMING MY — 

Q. 

YOU WENT TO LOS ANGELES AND LOOKED AT THE CASE 


FILE IN THE ARMSTRONG CASE IN '82? 
A. YES. 
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SOl’~\ COURT REPORTERS (213) 37 Mil 


O. WHAT DOCUMENTS DID YOU VIEW IN THAT FILE? DO 
YOU RECALL? 

A. • BOY, I REMEMBER SOME SORT OF DIRECTIVE ON HOW 

TO USE A CREDIT CARD TO OPEN THE DOOR. I REMEMBER THAT.. 

1 

1 

THAT SORT OF SHOCKED ME AT THE TIME. THAT’S THE ONE THAT 
STICKS OUT. I DON’T REALLY RECALL. 

Q. BUT THIS IS PRIOR TO THE SPLINTER, OR WAS IT 


AFTER? 


A. 

Q. 

A. 

O. 

RIVERSIDE 
• 1982 ? 


THIS WAS PRIOR. 

IN WHAT MONTH? 

NOVEMBER, I BELIEVE. 

AND THE REVIEW OF THE PROBATE FILE IN THE 
SUPERIOR COURT, WAS THAT ALSO IN NOVEMBER OF 


A. YES. 

Q. WOULD IT BE FAIR TO SAY THAT THAT WAS PROMPTED 
BY MR. CORYDON’S EXPERIENCE AT THE MISSION HOLDER MEETING 
FOLLOWED BY THE VISITS BY THE INTERNATIONAL FINANCE POLICE . 
IN THE FIRST WEEK OF NOVEMBER? 

A. YES. 

Q. FOLLOWING THAT, YOU THEN LOOKED AT THE PROBATE 

DOCUMENTS AND WENT TO LOOK AT THE ARMSTRONG DOCUMENTS? 

A. RIGHT. 

Q. ALL OF WHICH MOTIVATED YOU TO TRY TO DO 
SOMETHING ABOUT WHAT YOU PERCEIVED TO BE A SITUATION; IS 
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STATE OF C, ,IFORNIA ) 

) 

COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES ) 


I, CAROLINE MORELLI, C.S.R. NO. 7369, A NOTARY PUBLIC IN 
AND FOR THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA, DO HEREBY CERTIFY: 


THAT THE FOREGOING DEPOSITION WAS TAKEN BEFORE HE AT THE 
TIME AND PLACE THEREIN SET FORTH, AT WHICH TIME THE WITNESS 
WAS PUT UNDER OATH BY ME; THAT THE TESTIMONY OF THE WITNESS 
AND ALL OBJECTIONS MADE AT THE TIME OF THE EXAMINATION WERE 
RECORDED STENOGRAPHICALLY BY ME AND WERE THEREAFTER 
' TRANSCRIBED UNDER MY DIRECTION; THAT THE FOREGOING IS A 
TRUE RECORD OF THE TESTIMONY AND OF ALL OBJECTIONS MADE AT 
THE TIME OF THE EXAMINATION. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I HAVE SUBSCRIBED MY NAME AND AFFIXED 
MY SEAL THIS DAY OF __, 1987. 




NQJARY PUBLIC IN AND FOR THE 
STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
















